Application No. 09/971,137 
Filed: 10/03/2001 

Attorney Docket No.: RSW920010162US1 (716M0U) 
REMARKS 

These remarks are set forth in response to the Office Action. As this amendment has 
been timely filed within the three-month statutory period, neither an extension of time nor a fee 
is required. Presently, claims 1 through 16 are pending in the Patent Application. Claims 1, 5, 6, 
9, 11 and 15 are independent claims. 

In paragraph 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner has objected to the title. In response, 
the Applicants have amended the title to remain consistent with the preamble of the claims. 

In paragraph 3, the Examiner has requested that the Applicants proofread the application 
correcting the same for embedded trademarks. The Examiner also has requested the submission 
of corrected drawings which omit the meta-datum of the patent application itself. In response, 
the Applicants have amended pages 2 and 3 of the specification and the Applicants have 
submitted replacement sheets of drawings. Moreover, the Applicants have carefully reviewed 
the entirety of the specification for typographical errors and ambiguities. 

In paragraph 4, the Examiner has objected to the use of an embedded hyperlink. Though 
the hyperlink can be inadvertently activated by an indiscriminate word processor, it is of note 
that the hyperlink is an exemplary hyperlink and, in context, does not refer to any information 
which can be accessed over the Internet. Notwithstanding, the Applicants have amended page 15 
of the specification in an attempt to avoid the inadvertent activation of the hyperlink by a word 
processor. 

In paragraphs 5, 6 and 10, the Examiner has rejected claims 11 through 16 under 35 
U.S.C. § 101. In response, the Applicants have amended the preamble of claims 11 and 15 as 
suggested by the Examiner. 
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In paragraphs 7, 8 and 9, the Examiner has rejected claims 1 through 16 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 112, second paragraph as being indefinite due to several perceived issues of antecedent basis. 
Otherwise, the Examiner has indicated that claims 1 through 16 are allowable over the cited prior 
art of record. In response, the Applicants have amended claims 1 through 6 and 8 through 12 
and 14 through 16 to eliminate all potential issues of antecedent basis including, as the Examiner 
requested, text not particularly noted by the Examiner. Notwithstanding, to the extent that the 
Applicants have inadvertently missed any remaining antecedent basis issues, the Applicants 
hereby authorize the Examiner, without the need of further contact, to enter an Examiner's 
Amendment to correct any cases where antecedent basis are lacking. 

In paragraph 11, the Examiner has stated that a time order is not apparent to the step 
limitations of the claims. In response, the Applicants observe that each progressive step of each 
method claim refers (by way of antecedent basis) to a previous step. Therefore, an ordering of 
the steps is inherent to the claim and the Applicants believe that no further amendments in are 
required in this regard. 

In paragraph 12, the Examiner has stated that no unit is apparent for performing the last 
method step of the claim. In response, the Applicants observe that "deferred processing logic" 
which is a "unit" is "configured to modify a request header to specify which types of dynamic 
data processing said system can process" and that the "deferred processing logic" is "further 
configured to pre-process" markup language formatted data "for processing in said application 
processor". Therefore, the Applicants believe that it is clear from the claim as it stands that the 
"deferred processing logic" is the unit for performing this step. 
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Finally, in paragraph 14, the Examiner has noted two missing periods in claims 10 and 15 
which were inadvertently deleted. In response, the Applicants have amended claims 10 and 15 
to insert respective periods. 

Consequently, the Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejections under 
35 U.S.C. §§ 101 and 112, second paragraph. This entire application is now believed to be in 
condition for allowance and such action is respectfully requested. The Applicants request that 
the Examiner call the undersigned if clarification is needed on any matter within this 
Amendment, or if the Examiner believes a telephone interview would expedite the prosecution of 
the subject application to completion. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: September 12, 2005 




Steven M. 
Reg. No.: 

Attorney f6j\£<£plicanJ(s) 
Christopher & Weisberg, P.A. 
200 East Las Olas Bo*flevard, Suite 2040 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 
Customer No. 46320 
Tel: (954) 828-1488 
Fax: (954) 828-9122 
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Amendments to the Drawings; 



Attorney Docket No.: 



Application No. 09/971,137 
Filed: 10/03/2001 
RSW920010162US1 (7161-10U) 



The attached sheets of drawings include changes to Figures 1, 2, 3A and 3B. The 
changes include the removal of application meta-data from each sheet. 

Attachment: Replacement Sheets 
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